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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 December 2007 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 54.57-59.61-66.69-71 and 73-83 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This office action is responsive to the amendments filed on 12/06/2007 in which 
applicant amends claims 54, 57-59, 61 , 62, 66, 69-71 , 73, 74, 76 and 80, cancels claims 
56 and 68 and responds to claim rejections. Claims 54, 57-59, 61-66, 69-71 and 73-83 

are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 54, 57-59, 61-66, 69-71, 73-77, 79, 80, 82 and 83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Vancura (US 6,413,160) in viewof Vancura (US 
6,988,732 B2), Walker (US 6,394,899 B1 ) and further in view of LaMura (US 6,676,521 ) 
and Olsen (US 6,217,488). 

The discussion of the prior art as stated in the previous office action dated 06/07/2007 is 
maintained, modified and incorporated herein. 
Further regarding claims 54, 61, 66 and 73: 

Regarding the amended limitations of allocating a portion of the player's wagers 
to form a bonus pool which is to be used to fund payment of awards during bonus team 
play of the game, the prior art fails to explicitly recite such limitations. However in a 
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related patent, Olsen teaches the use of a bonus pool funded at least in part by the 
wagers of the players (9:50-10:2). Olsen explicitly teaches that the bonus pool can be 
partially funded by the player wagers and optionally funded by casino contributions. 
Furthermore the bonus pool amount is allowed to go to negative (9:64). The award can 
comprise the entire bonus pool or a portion of the bonus pool (See Olsen col. 9 lines 50- 
67) [claims 57, 58, 69, 70]. Olsen further teaches that when determining to initiate a 
bonus game it determines if a qualification for the player to enter to the bonus game has 
occurred including setting a stake in the bonus pool for the player in the bonus game 
according to the qualification (See Olsen col. 25 lines 45-49) [claims 59, 71]. 
Furthermore, if a second person plays the wagering game, the bonus pool is generated 
at least in part through the wager received from the first player and the wager received 
from the second player [claims 62, 74]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to fund the bonus pools in accordance with the 
methods taught by Olsen in order to achieve the predictable result of a more flexible 
bonus pool wherein there is more freedom and options for the casinos to provide to the 
players. As is well known in the art, increased flexibility and freedom allows for a more 
dynamic game play and options whereby increasing player interest and excitement. 

Claims 78 and 81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vancura160, in view of Walker,in view of Vancura732, in view of LaMura and Olsen in 
further view of Walker etal., U.S. Patent No. 6,193,606 B1. 
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The prior art lacks in specifically disclosing that the criterion comprises a random 
selection. Walker et al. teaches of an electronic gaming device with a trivia game 
component. The trivia questions have a difficulty level selected according to a criterion 
in which the criterion comprises a random selection (See Walker col. 8 lines 26-47; col. 
10 lines 59-67; col. 11 lines 1-9) [claims 78, 81]. For example, each question has a 
certain difficulty level and the questions are randomly selected. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to select 
questions randomly because randomly selecting questions from a database limits the 
possibility of the player knowing the question before hand and therefore retaining the 
spirit of the trivia game since it would not be of much challenge, fun, or interest if a 
player were to play a game in which the player is already made aware of the questions 
to be asked. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 12/06/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant alleges that it would not have been obvious to combine the self- 
sufficient pools of Olsen with the prior art of Vancura. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. However in light of the new rejection as stated above, the argument is moot 
since Olsen does not only teach self-sufficient pools, but also partially funded pools 
which casinos may contribute to (Olsen 10:1-2) as stated in the above rejection. 
Furthermore, the proposed combination above would not destroy the teachings of the 
time limit of Vancura since the bonus pool can still go to negative and is able to be 
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funded by the casino and so it would be in the casino's best interests to maintain the 
house advantage as applicant has indicated on page 9 paragraph 3 of the response. 
The fact that Olsen states the pool can go to negative means that the house is still liable 
for losses from the pool since they will be paid out to the players and the balance on the 
bonus pool would be negative (Olsen 9:64) and so as stated before, it is still in the 
interest of the casino to maintain a house advantage in the form of a time limit as taught 
by Vancura. Therefore, in light of the current rejection as stated above and the 
arguments as presented above, there is no conflict when combining the references of 
the prior art. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAT T. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2178. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571)272-6996. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John M Hotaling 11/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 

Dat Nguyen 



